
James Casserly*
Office of Commissioner Ness
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 832
Washington, D.C. 20554

Kyle Dixon*
Office of Commissioner Powell
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 844
Washington, D.C. 20554

Paul Gallant*
Office of Commissioner Tristani
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 826
Washington, D.C. 20554

Kevin Martin*
Office of Commissioner Furchtgott-Roth
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 802
Washington, D.C. 20554

Lawrence Strickling*
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 658
Washington, DoC. 20554

Rebecca L. Dorch*
Office of General Counsel
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NoW.
Room 650-F
Washington, D.C. 20554

Janice Myles*
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 544
Washington, D.C. 20554

International Reference Room*
International Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2000 M Street, N.W.
Room 102
Washington, D.C. 20554

Wireless Reference Room*
Wireless Telecommunications Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W.
Room 5608
Washington, D.C. 20554

International Transcription Services, Inc.*
2100 M Street, N.W.
Suite 140
Washington, D.C. 20037

Richard E. Wiley
R. Michael Senkowski
Jeffrey S. Linder
Robert 1. Butler
WILEY, REIN & FIELDING
1776 K Street, NoW.
Washington, DoC. 20006

Michelle Carey *
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 544
Washington, D.C. 20554



Ramsey L. Woodworth
Robert M. Gurss
Rudolph 1. Geist
WILKES, ARTIS, HEDRICK & LANE,
Chartered
1666 K Street, N.W., Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20006

John Thome
Sarah Deutsch
Robert H. Griffen
Attorneys for Bell Atlantic
1320 North Court House Road
8th Floor
Arlington, VA 22201

William B. Barfield
Jonathan Banks
BELLSOUTH CORPORATION
Suite 1800
1155 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30309-3610

George Kohl
Senior Executive Director, Research and
Development
Communications Workers of America
501 Third Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001-2797

John 1. Sweeney
President
American Federation of Labor and Congress
of Industrial Organizations

815 16th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Janice Mathis
General Counsel
RainbowlPUSH Coalition
Thurmond, Mathis & Patrick
1127 W. Hancock Avenue
Athens, GA 30603

David Honig
West Coast Valet Service
3636 16th Street, N.W., #B-366
Washington, D.C. 20010

Matthew R. Lee, Esq.
Executive Director
Inner City Press/Community on the Move &
Inner City Public Interest Law Project
1919 Washington Avenue
Bronx, NY 10457

Andrew Jay Schwartzman
Gigi B. Sohn
Joseph S. Paykel
Media Access Project
Suite 400
1707 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Thomas A. Hart, Jr.
M. Tamber Christian
Amy E. Weissman
Shook, Hardy & Bacon L.L.P
801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.w..
Washington, D.C. 20004

Leon M. Kestenbaum
Jay C. Keithley
Michael B. Fingerhut
Sprint Corporation
1850 M Street, N.W., 11th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20036

Robert Gnaizda
Itzel D. Bemo
The Greenlining Institute
785 Market Street, 3rd Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Susan E. Brown
Latino Issues Forum
785 Market Street, 3rd Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103



Charles Helein
Helein & Associates
8180 Greensboro Drive
Suite 700
McLean, VA 22102

Sue Ashdown
Coalition ofUtah Independent Internet

Service Providers
Xmission
51 E. 400 S. Suite 200
Salt Lake City, UT 84111

James Love
Consumer Project on Technology
P.O. Box 19367
Washington, DC 20036

Barbara O'Connor
Donald Vial
Maureen Lewis
The Alliance for Public Technology
901 Fifteenth St., N.W., Suite 230
Washington, DC 20005

Melissa Waksman *
Office of Commissioner Furchtgott-Roth
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 802
Washington, D.C. 20554

Kent Nilsson, Deputy Chief *
Network Services Division
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2000 M Street, N.W.
Room 235
Washington, D.C. 20554

Office of the Chief*
Network Services Division
Federal Communications Commission
2000 M Street, N.W.
Room 235
Washington, D.C. 20554

Anna M. Gomez, Deputy Chief *
Network Services Division
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2000 M Street, N.W.
Room 235
Washington, D.e. 20554

Greg Cooke *
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2000 M Street, N.W.
Room 235
Washington, D.e. 20554

Alan Y. Naftalin
Gregory C. Staple
R. Edward Price
KOTEEN & NAFTALIN, L.L.P.
1150 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Mitchell Lazarus
Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth, P.L.e.
1300 North 17th Street, 11th Floor
Arlington, Virginia 22209

Mark e. Rosenblum
Aryeh S. Friedman
AT&T Corporation
295 North Maple Avenue
Room 3252G3
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920

TerrenceJ.Ferguson
Lovel 3 Communications, Inc.
3555 Farnam Street
Omaha, Nebraska 68131



Kathleen McManus Trafford
Porter, Wright, Morris & Arthur
41 South High Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Eric J. Wittenberg
NetSet Internet Services, Inc.
3966 Brown Park Drive, Suite E
Hilliard, Ohio 43206

Deborah Howard
Internet Service Providers Consortium
c/o Lockridge, Grindal, Mauen &

Holstein, P.L.L.P.
100 Washington Avenue South
Suite 2200
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55401

Rodney L. Joyce
Shook, Hardy & Bacon L.L.P.
801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Suite 600
Washington, D.C. 20004

David Koch
Fiber Network Solutions, Inc.
6800 Lauffer Road
Columbus, Ohio 43231

David Holub
100 Apartment B Edgewood Avenue
San Francisco, California 94117

* HAND DELIVERED *

Vivian I. Lee



ATTACHMENTS



,.,\

Ill.

(MORE)

AT
(202) 616 -2771

TOD (202) 514-1888

Jlrpartment of JUltit!

FOR IMMElHATE ULEASE
WEDNESDAY, JULy 15, 1998

"The merger as originally proposed '"'ould have given

Communications Corp. may prooeed after Me! divests it9 Incernet

business_ Mer agreed to sell internetMCI to Cable a Wireless pIc

mIlel DIIM'PflJl"l CLIPI !'9aLDCQMOU:I 'ROn.
Arm !lCI ACDpS 10 jllLL ITS IJ!fEIDT BtlSIgSS

Larg••t niv••~iture of Company in Kerger ~8tory

WASHINGTON, D.C. -- The Department of Justice today

announced that WorldCom Inc.'s $44 billion purchase of Mer

for an estimated $1.75 billion, making it the large&~ divestiture

of a company in merger history. After rev~ewing the terms of ~he

proposed divestiture and its likely impact on Lhe mar~et, the

Depar~ment's competitive concerns abou~ the marger.

Department concluded th.t the di~esciture ~ould re~olve the

Withou~ the divestiture, the WorldCom!MCI merger ~ould have

combined the cwo leading provider6 of nationwide Internet

backbone service -- a service that connects various high-capaci~y

computer networks carrying Incernet traffic. Customers of the

backbone services include Internet service providers (such as

America Online and Erol'gJ and private and public institutions

and corporations.
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WorldCom/MCI deal is consummated.

The di~eBt1ture ~ill be completed before or

In addition, before announcing ~ts

(MORE)

compe~ition among major Internet service providers. Consumers

will benefit with lo~er prices, higher quality, and greater

innovat1on in chis dynamic and emerging industry."

quality of In~ernet service6 that it providea to its rivals,q

contemporaneously with che cloeing of the merger between Worldcom

and Mer. The Department ~ill be able to sue to block the merger

if the parties fail to complete the divestiture before the

Department's Ancitrust Division, "This divestiture benefics

said Joel t. Klein, Assistant Attorney General of the

anyone who relies on the Internet because it preserves

WorldCom!MCI a signifi~ant proportion of the nacion's Internet

trafflC, giving the company the ability to cue off or reduce the

meet~n9S wieh the parties.

Both the Department's and the Eur~pean Union'~

inves~iga~1ons began in Occober 1997 when WorldCom announced its

intent to acquire MCl. Although the two investiga~ions were

conduc~ed independently, there was a high degree of cooperation

between the agencies. wich the parties' consent, the agencies

shared information wich one another. They also held joint

approval of the ~orldCom/MCI deal last ~eek, the European

Commi85ion formally requested, through an exchange of le~ters

pursuant ~o che 1991 US-EC Antitrust Cooperation Agreement, the

Department's cooperacion and assistance in evaluating and
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~8-329

revenues of 519.5 billion.

I
i

~s the secondMer, headquart:.ered in Washington D.C.,

###

implementing che divestiture proposal, which had been bubmi~ted

the EU in pursuing our separate responsibilities throughout the

investigation. We look forward to this kind of cooperation

Ma8sachusects, Missouri, Ne~ York, North C4rolin~, Ohio,

co both the Commis9ion and the Oepartment of Justice.

~We have enjoyed a close and construct1ve relationship ~1~h

continuing beyond this ma~ter into the future," said Klein.

pennsylvania, virginia, and W19conS~n -- also participated in the

WorldCom, headquartered in Jackaon, Mississippi, is a global

Attorneys General from ten states -- Florida, Illinois,

1nv estigat:.i.on.

bl.Ilion.

telecommunications company, ~ith 1997 annual revenues of $7.35

largest telecommunicacions provider in the United States and che

fifth largest telecommunications prOVider in the world, with 1996

Cable & ~1rele6e, headquartered in London, England, 18 a

l ••ding provid~r of eelecommunications and multimedia

communication5 _ervices, wich annual revenues of approximately

$12 billion.
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Brussels, 8th July 1998

Commission clears WorldCom and MCI merger
subject to conditions

The European Commission has given conditional clearance to the merger
between WorldCom, Inc and MCI Communications Corporation (MCI),
SUbject to a divestiture of MCl's Internet business activities. WorldCom and
MCI are both publicly-quoted telecommunications companies offering the
normal range of telecommunications services. Both also offer Internet­
related services. The Commission's investigations found significant
overlaps in this market for 'top level' or universal Internet connectivity.
WorldCom is currently the leading player in the market, with MCI one of its
main competitors. The merger would have given the combined entity a
market share of some 50% of the relevant market. The parties have
committed to divesting MCl's Internet assets, thus eliminating the overlap
with WorldCom's Internet business.

Wor1dCom and MCI are among a small group of Internet Service Providers (ISPs)
who can provide connectivity anywhere on the Internet solely through their own
peering agreements (Le. agreements with other network operators for mutual
termination of traffic) without having to rely on the purchase of a 'transit' service
from any other provider. Such connectivity is provided, in the form of Internet
access services, both to directly connected customers and to intermediate ISPs
who resell the connectivity to other buyers or to final users.

'Network externalities' (Le. the phenomenon whereby the attraction of a network
to its customers is a function of the number of other customers connected to the
same network) would have enabled the merged entity to behave independently of
its competitors, and to degrade the quality of Internet related services offering of
its competitors. After offering a limited assets sale which the Commission judged
insufficient, the parties proposed remedies which involved the divestiture of a
package including all of MCl's Internet interests, sufficient to enable the acquirer
to take over the position of MCI as a player in this market

The Commission's investigations, and negotiations of remedies, were undertaken
in parallel with the examination of the case which is still being conducted by the
US Department of Justice (USDOJ). The process so far has been marked by
considerable level of co-operation between the two authorities, including
eXchanges of views on the analytical method to be used, co-ordination of
information gathering and joint meetings and negotiations with the parties.

The timetable for divestiture would allow the parties the opportunity, SUbject to
clearance from the USDOJ and the Commission, to agree a sale in advance of,
but conditional on, the merger. Under the terms of their undertakings submitted
the parties must seek the consent of the two competition authorities to the
proposed buyer of the divested activities. The two authorities will continue to co­
operate until the undertakings are fully implemented and exchanged formal letters
to this effect in accordance with the EC-US agreement regarding the application



of competition laws. The remedies include the possibility for the Commission, in
appropriate circumstances, to appoint a trustee to oversee compliance with the
undertakings and, if necessary, to ultimately take control of the sale process (Le.
finding a buyer and drawing up an agreement).

Subject to full compliance with these conditions the Commission has therefore
declared the concentration compatible with the Common market.
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